The paper reviews the meaning and development of digital humanities giving the ex-amples of work published in various DH areas. The paper discusses what using these technologies means for the humanities, giving recommendations that can be useful across the sector.
Hadrian's wall 8 , and more recently working on multispectral 9 and 3D manipulation of damaged texts 10 . We've also worked with museums on large scale 3D capture of cultural and heritage objects.
The important thing about all of this is that as well as implementation, we're also interested in use and usage 11 and are applied (so people know when to invest).
The premise of this is that when technologies are first triggered, everyone thinks they are going to be the Next Big Thing, and so they reach "the peak of inflated expectations", before crashing
Fig. 1. The research and projects mentioned in the opening moments of this lecture, plotted on the Innovation Curve. Most sits squarely in the innovator or early adopter phase, whilst some tools (such as text analysis) are now available for the early majority. The study of users of large scale systems is actually the study of the habits of the majority of technology users as they use available technology in culture and heritage
6 the general populace using. This, in turn, means that DH has permanently hitched its wagon to an aging technology, which is hard to explain to others, including other non-XML humanists, whilst other things are happening in the technological world around us. Just something we have to watch out for, when building teaching programs, or looking at the scope of outputs in our field. We do not want to be left behind as the digital in digital humanities rolls on without us.
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I find it useful to plot my research on the Innovation Curve, to see where what I am doing sits. So, the work on counting terms across a corpus -very much sits in the early majority nowadays, given the availability of free, relatively easy to use, online tools to do so. But the work on building an iPhone app to do this work is very much innovation: it took a lot of pure programming in a relatively new space to achieve it. The work in image processing I do is either innovation (we are publishing here in pure computer/engineering science venues, as well as in humanities venues, which I'm very proud of), or we adopt technologies our academic colleagues in the engineering sciences have generated and roll them out to a humanities or heritage application. Our work on user studies is something completely different though: here we are generally looking at how the majority of people are using an extant text, or (in the case of something like Transcribe Bentham, or QRator) we are conducting reception studies, where we innovate and build a technology, launch it, and study its uptake across the down into a "trough of disillusionment" when those adopting them realise they are not that great at all. It is hard work to get technologies up the work to get technologies up the "slope of enlightenment" where useful, useable applications are found, and few technologies make it to the "plateau of productivity" where they become profitable. Despite its flaws and detractors 38 , it is a useful curve -2014's predictions 39 show Big Data right at the top of the peak, which chimes in with media coverage of how it will (or will not) solve everything 40 . So where would I put DH, if I had to as a movement, on this curve? I would put it at the top. At the top of the Peak of Inflated Expectations. We have got a lot of pressure on us to prove our johnny-come-lately benefit to the world of academia, to demonstrate our worth, to show that the investment made in us over the past few years is worth it (whilst also bringing in further investments in research funding, to meet institutional expectations). After a peak, comes a crash, and we have to be prepared for the tide to turn and the backlash to begin, after the years of media hype and raised expectations. (Some would say that this backlash has already started, see position pieces by Fish (2011 Fish ( , 2012a Fish ( , and 2012b and Kirsch (2014) for examples of "is that it?" lit in DH -and Kirschenbaum (2014) 
